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Dear Arthur,' 

@ i&my t&a&3 for your 'very interesting paper on, 
bromou~aei.1 substitution. I am delighted to see that you' 
have refuted,Chargaff% nonsense, The results on the in- , 
corporation of CQ3 fn pairs is very puzzling, one gets the 
impression that G goes in more easily at the begimfng of 
the,incubation than st the end.. I: wondm~ If a b-rief attack 
by the Lehman enzyme on the pr$mer would reduce thfs. ' I: 
hope to have some better Ideas before I get to California., 

Would you thankBaldwin for hfs three papers. "The 
refereneetv me is quite in order, 'I found then hard work 
to read because they are so stuffed with'results,,but really 
vs?y convincfng, ,.,' .' ; ,: , .I ; 

Alex'Shedlovsky has prepared'the RIJA polymer&e'to use 
tith your po,ly AT, but we do.not yet have the poly AU to 
test in the RSrenberg system, u W fe are'now,afraid it may not 
work because it may be.two-stranded, Iexpect Paul 
already trfed"th3.s in any case*' ,I,, '. : ~ 

Berg has 
,. 

X.leave'for %h&3tates~on.%ondag. 
seeing you in April, I 

Looking forward to 

Potirs qfncerel$, ', 


